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Notification of Second Office Action 

1. H The examiner received the response submitted by die applicant on May, S ? 2005 t o the 1st Office 

Action and further examination as to substance has been earned out on the above-identified patent 
application for invention on this new basis. 

□ According to the Reexamination Decision made by the Patent Reexamination Board of die Patent 

Office on examination as to substance on the above-identified application has been 

resumed. 

2, Further examination as to substance has been carried out based on the documents as specified below: 

□ The amended application documents attached to the response to the previous Office Action. 

□ The application documents based on which the previous examination was carried out and the 
substitution pages attached to the response to the previous Office Action. 

□ The application documents based on which previous examination was carried out 

□ The application documents confirmed by the Reexamination Decision, 



!3. D No further reference documents are cited in this Office Action. 
. EJ Below is/are the reference documents) cited in this Notification: 



No. 


Number(s) or Title(s) of References) 


Date of Publication 
(or the filing date of conflicting application) 


1 




Date 


; Month: Year: 


2 


US6129666A f uU 


Date 


12 Month: 10 Year: 2000 


3 




Date 


, Month: Year. 


4 




Date 


Month: Year: 


5 




Date 


Month: Year 



4. Conclusions of the Action: 
□ On the Specification: 

□ The amendments to the description do not comply with Article 33 of the Patent Law. 

□ The subject matter contained in the application is not patentable under Article 5 of the Patent Law. 

□ The description docs not comply with Article 26 paragraph 3 of the Patent Law. 

□ The draft of the description does not comply with Rule 1 8 of the Implementing Regulations. 
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H On die Claims: 

□ The amendments to claims do not comply with Article 33 of the Pateni Law. 

□ Claim(s) is/arc not patentable under Article 25 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with 1he definition of inventions prescribed by Rule 2 

paragraph 1 of the Implementing Regulations. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not possess the novelty as required by Article 22 paragraph 2 of the Patent 

Law. 

B Claim(s) 1=4 does/do not possess the inventiveness as required by Article 22 paragraph 3 of the 
Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not possess the practical applicability as required by Article 22 paragraph 

4 of the Patent Law. 

□ Oaizn(s) does/do not comply with Article 26 paragraph 4 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with Article 3 1 paragraph 1 of the Patent Law. 

□ CIaim(s) . does/do not comply with the provisions of Rules 20-23 of the Implementing 
Regulations, 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with Article 9 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) — does/do not comply with the provisions of Rule 12 paragraph I of the 

Implementing Regulations. 

The detailed explanation of the above conclusions is set forth in the text portion of the Notification, 

5. In view of the conclusions set forth above, the Examiner is of the opinion that: 

□ The applicant should make amendments to the application documents as directed in the text portion 
of the Notification. 

□ The applicant should expound in the response reasons why the application is patentable and 
make amendments to the application where there are deficiencies as pointed out in the text portion 
of the Notification, otherwise, the application will be rejected. 

H The application contains no allowable invention, and therefore, if the applicant fails to submit 
sufficient reasons to prove that the application does have merits, it will be rejected. 

□ 

6. The followings should be taken into consideration by the applicant in making the response: 

(1) Under Article 37 of the Patent Law, the applicant should respond to the office action within 2 
months counting from the date of receipt of the Notification, If, without any justified reason, the 
time limit is not met, the application shall be deemed to have been withdrawn. 

(2) Any amendments to the application should be in conformity with the provisions of Article 33 of the 
Patent Law. Substitution pages should be in duplicate and the format of the substitution should be in 
conformity with the relevant provision contained in "The Examination Guidelines". 

(3) The response to the Notification and/or revision of the application should be mailed to or handed 
over to the "Reception Division" of the Patent Office, and documents not mailed or handed over to 
the Reception Divisions have no legal effect. 

(4) Without an appointment, the applicant and/or his agent shall not interview with the Examiner in the 
Patent Office, 

9. This Notification contains a text portion of 2 pages and the following attachments: 
B 1 cited reference^), totaling £l pages. *□ 



Examination Dept. S Examiner: ZHOU Dgngij Seal of the Examination Department 



3 



is-*2006$ 5E30B 14B|09^ i=RQM SOE I PATENT & LAWS e^ecs 



TO 0081 3356480 NO. 0502 P. 4- 



« » 




klJ&mt 100037 






inuiiii 


tnin 




* VIA: «5C^*t iV7T«R4J» 













g .2 )j;$ssjaiai^ 

□±j£fW*J^WS»*«:*:#. 

2 US6I.29S66A 2000-1.0- LO 

D&mwfi&&£tt^w&% 33 

□ 



^A&WsfcSS 22 £0 2 SdSJgftSi 

JgT^:WS*3& 2ft *M£ttTOT*f!tt 




21303 
2002.0 



HSiR*, 100088 ASntaSE^ntfSdbSUB 0 « dB^ftHS^&JS^flSSStttt 



1S2006I 5A30B 14"f09ft from SOEI PATENT & LAWb tAEC2 



TO 008133S648CNO. 0502 P. 5'- 05 



Eftiff-^ 031523862 



a 



■ 7. *ij?A£ffiST>WS» 



(2) *«A#£*ttto#giiS»-&^J*3g 33 ^MSBjaijdl 51 *f&&2, #&;fc*j5*-StfS#, # 

t 4fr_u_jg. 



■2?. iilllU 0ffl ^ s ^ISff?8^f^Sf^**^^ a ** 



2006$ 5,3308 SOEI PATENT & LAW 

Appl.No.03 152386.2 



NO. 0502 P. 

HE031947 



Text of the Second Office Action 



The applicant submitted Remarks and amended application 
document on May 8, 2005. After further examination, the examiner 
comes to the following comments. 

1. Claim 1 has no inventiveness as set forth in Article 22.3 of the 
Chinese Patent Law. 

Reference 1 discloses an active electrode for measuring bio-signals 
of a human, and specifically reveals the following features (see Line 20 
of Column 5 to Line 28 of Column 6 in the description, and Figures 1 and 

2, of Reference 1): the electrode comprising a plurality of electrode 
sections (2, 3, 4) which are in contact with the skin of a human body for 
measurement; a preamplifier (6) which is electrically connected with each 
electrode section via a wire. 

Claim 1 is distinguished from Reference 1 in that: the preamplifier 
section is made of flexible material and can be transformed flexibly. 
However, such a difference has been disclosed by Reference 2 
(US6129666A) (see Lines 12-35 of Column 5 of Reference 2), and the 
flexible amplifier 122 in Reference 2 is also used for biomedical 
electrode. Therefore, it is obvious for a person skilled in the art to utilize 
such a flexible amplifier as the preamplifier when considering the better 
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flexibility of electrode. It is obvious for a person skilled in the art to 
obtain the technical solution sought to be protected by Claim 1 by 
combining Reference 1 with Reference 2. Therefore, Claim 1 has no 
inventiveness. 

2. Claims 2 and 4 have no inventiveness as set forth in Article 22.3 of 
the Chinese Patent Law. 

The additional technical features of Claims 2 and 4 are ordinary 
technical means in the art. It is obvious for a person skilled in the art to 
obtain the technical solution of Claim 2 or 4 by combining Reference 1 
with Reference 2 and said ordinary technical means in the art. Therefore, 
if the cited claim has no inventiveness, then Claims 2 and 4 have no 
inventiveness. 

3. Claim 3 has no inventiveness as set forth in Article 22.3 of the 
Chinese Patent Law. 

Claim 3 includes the additional technical feature "said flexible 
section or said flexible material is comprised of a plurality of layers", 
which has been disclosed by Reference 1 (see Figures 4, 6, 9, Claim 3, of 
Reference 1). And the feature "the elastic coefficient of each layer is set 
according to the movement of the measurement target region" is 
ordinary technical means in the art. It is obvious for a person skilled in 
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the art to obtain the technical solution of Claim 3 by combining 
Reference 1 with Reference 2 and said ordinary technical means in the art. 
Therefore, if the cited claim has no inventiveness, Claim 3 has no 
inventiveness. 

For the reasons above, the independent claims and dependent claims 
thereof in the present application have no inventiveness, while the 
specification does not disclose any substantive contents that can be 
granted a patent right. Therefore, even if the applicant recombines the 
claims and/or further defines the claims according to the disclosure of the 
specification, the present application has no prospect to be granted. If the 
applicant cannot provide sufficient reasons that the present application 
has inventiveness within the time limit as specified in the Office Action, 
the present application would be rejected. 
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